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DETAILED ACTION 
Amendment 

1. Acknowledgment is made of Request for Continued Examination and Amendment filed 2 
November 2005 and 9 September 2005, respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 9-13 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Reynolds et al. (US 6,286,762; hereinafter "Reynolds"). 

Re claim 9: Reynolds teaches a method of notifying an operator of a result of attempting 
to read a number of product labels (12, 12a, 12b, 24a, 24b in fig. 1) on an item (14) comprising 
the steps of: 

a) attempting to read a barcode label (24a, 24b; col. 17, lines 25-28) and a radio 
frequency identification label (12A, 12B; col. 3, lines 45-55) by a checkout device (10); 

b) if no item identification information is received from both the barcode label and the 
radio frequency identification label by the checkout device in response to the attempting step, 
activating a bad read indicator to produce a single bad read indication by the checkout device 
(red LEDS 84, 86 for unsuccessful or incomplete reading operation, such as red LED 84 
indicates a single bad reading of RFID tag and red LED 86 indicates a single bad reading of 
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machine readable code, such as bar codes, stacked codes, etc., see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 
41+; and figure 3); and 

c) if item identification information is received from both the barcode label and the radio 
frequency identification label by the checkout device in response to the attempting step, 
activating a good read indicator to produce a single good read indication by the checkout device 
(green LEDs 76, 78 for successful reading operation, such as green LED 76 indicates a single 
good reading of RFID tag and green LED 78 indicates a single good reading of machine read 
code, see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 41+; and figure 3). 

Re claim 10: Reynolds teaches the step of activating a bad read light indicator to produce 
a single bad read indication (i.e., illuminating red LED 84, 86 in response to a unsuccessful or 
incomplete read operation of the RFID tag 12a, 12b and/or bar code 24a, 24b; see col. 6, lines 
65+; col. 7, lines 58+; and figures 2-3). 

Re claims 1 1 and 13: the checkout device 10 further includes an audio indicator 64 for 
audibly indicating bad read operation (see col. 13, lines 43+; and figure 2). 

Re claim 12: Reynolds teaches the step of activating a good read light indicator to 
produce a single good read indication (i.e., illuminating green LED 76, 78 in response to a 
successful read of the RFID tag 12a, 12: or bar code 24a, 24b) (see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 
55+; and figures 2-3.) 

Re claims 15-16: Reynolds teaches a system for notifying an operator of a result of 
attempting to read a number of product labels on an item comprising: 

a barcode reader (32); 

a radio frequency identification label reader (30); 
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a good read indicator (green LEDs 76, 78 for successful reading operation, such as green 
LED 76 indicates a single good reading of RFID tag and green LED 78 indicates a single good 
reading of machine read code, see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 41+; and figure 3); 

a bad read indicator (red LEDS 84, 86 for unsuccessful or incomplete reading operation, 
such as red LED 84 indicates a single bad reading of RFED tag and red LED 86 indicates a single 
bad reading of machine readable code, such as bar codes, stacked codes, etc., see col. 6, lines 
65+; col. 7, lines 41+; and figure 3); and 

control circuitry for notifying an operator of a result of attempting to read a barcode label 
and a radio frequency identification label on an item with the barcode reader and the radio 
frequency identification label reader (i.e., flashing yellow LEDs, such as LED 80 for RFID tag 
and flashing yellow LED 82 for bar code, see col. 7, lines 41+ and figure 2), 

wherein the control circuitry activates a bad read indicator to produce a single bad read 
indication if the control circuitry fails to receive item identification information from both the 
barcode label and the radio frequency identification label (see col 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 55+; 
and figures 2-3.), and 

wherein the control circuitry activates a good read indicator to produce a single good read 
indication if the control circuitry receives items identification information from both the barcode 
label and the radio frequency identification label (see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 55+; and 
figures 2-3.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reynolds in view 
of Minasy et al. (US 5,121,103; hereinafter "Minasy"). 

Reynolds teaches a method of notifying an operator of a result of attempting to read a 
number of product labels (12, 12a, 12b, 24a, 24b in fig. 1) on an item (14) comprising the steps 
of: 

b) attempting to read a barcode label (24a, 24b; col. 17, lines 25-28) and a radio 
frequency identification label (12A, 12B; col. 3, lines 45-55) by a checkout device (10); 

c) if no item identification information is received from both the barcode label and the 
radio frequency identification label by the checkout device in response to the attempting step, 
activating a bad read indicator to produce a single bad read indication by the checkout device 
(red LEDS 84, 86 for unsuccessful or incomplete reading operation, such as red LED 84 
indicates a single bad reading of RFID tag and red LED 86 indicates a single bad reading of 
machine readable code, such as bar codes, stacked codes, etc., see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 
41+; and figure 3); and 

d) if item identification information is received from both the barcode label and the radio 
frequency identification label by the checkout device in response to the attempting step, 
activating a good read indicator to produce a single good read indication by the checkout device 
(green LEDs 76, 78 for successful reading operation, such as green LED 76 indicates a single 
good reading of RFID tag and green LED 78 indicates a single good reading of machine read 
code, see col. 6, lines 65+; col. 7, lines 41+; and figure 3). 
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Reynolds fails to teach or fairly suggest the step of receiving an indication that the item 
has passed over by a checkout device. 

Minasy teaches a checkout device 14, 16 having an antenna 34 mounted in or adjacent to 
the counter 20 of the cash register 24 to alert the clerk when the system has detected the passage 
of checkout item (see col. 5, lines 60+; and figure 1). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the checkout device having an antenna that detects the 
passage of checkout item in the checkout device of Reynolds in order to ensure the reading 
operation of all product items that passed over the checkout device. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references 
in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-2402. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on 571-272-2398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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